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ſcrigtoribus. prapugnamus; contendimuſ- 
que licerervflibet in fore conſcientiz , ex duabus 
opinionibus zquali hinc inde fundamento ſtabili- 
tis, cul ir 
' gerequz minus probabiltis'videtetur. 
enim opinianem: prababilem;;.firwum; ratumque 
jJudicium gregvioris, momenti zationibus innixum; 
& Scripturzjſacry Conglichur, Pontificumque 
- decretis, unanimi Patrum Do@orumque confenſui 
nulla parte repugnans. . ,. 
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Eruditiflimi Abbatis ante primam 
diſputationem Pxzloquium. 


MPV G6 NO doftrinam de” opinione probabili, ea 
tameen adhibita cautione; quell ex que modo diffurus 
ſum, & ſalve amicicia neſtie jure, eo byn# Societatis 
venia difta ſemper welim ; neque enim infenſo animo 
oppoſuum tent, fed mwt4, eaque gravi ratione 'perſue- 
ſus : nefas quippe exiflir:andum oft , huic atherere 
ſententu#, que ah ampliſſimo. Epiſcoporum conſeſiu d- 
nathemate perculſa eſt. Epiſcoposegs doftrine puritati 
ex ſuo munere hacinre confatextes, audzendos putaviy 
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ques qui audit, &Deum eudit , ut bhabetuy Luce 10. 
Verim longs aliam pits viam: nec modo Epiſcopos 
habere magi+ro. recuſatis, ſed pleno irreverentie con- 
filio in ipſos inſargitis, Quis enim non. videat, Theſim 
hanc conſult) poſriam in deriſconem conventus nuper 
habiti > quinque ex ule ; tum in contempium Cenſure- 
rum omnium, quibus peſtilens hec, corruptienis origo 
profligata fuit? Quamobrem enim extra. locum ſunm 


| poſtta? Quamobrem ante latas in illam Cenſuras nuſ- 


quam 4 wvobis defenſa ? In attibus publicis ante hac 
numquam propugnita> Ide ſane, quia nondum erat 
prohibita ;, ac ſemper wobiſmetipſes ſemillimi, nibilque 
de Societatis gexio remittentes, ab Epiſcopis reprehenſ#, 
altro eos reprehenduts, quod tam temerarium eſt, quayp 
quod maxims. Falſe Af out eſt hac iſle tua Theologiay 
quam in moribus patron: 1:1 colendiſiimi ( Patris Fer= 
rier ) ſpirare falſs cred:s, nobiliſsime reſpondens * ime 
poſcibile quippe eFt theologice vivere, & ita ſentire, 


Sic deinde eruditiſſimus Abbas diſputationem 
ingreſſus eff. , 


Poſita hac doftrina de opinione probabili he 
PR_ » Jeſuite ſunt corruptores morum, eſt pro- 
abilis. , 
Conſequens non admittitis, 
Ergo nec antecedens. 


Prohatuy major. | 
Hzc propoiitio, Zeſuite ſunt corruptores morum, 
eſt firmum ratumque judicium grayjoris moment1 
rationibus innixum 3 & aliunde, non pugnat cum 
Scriptura ſacra, Conciliis, Patribus,'&c. 
Ergo hzc propolitio,  Jeſuite' ſunt corrupeores 
morumn , eſt probabilis. 
A 2 Re- 
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of an. 't# ,* rationes quibus innititur hxc 
propolitio, eſſe'non poſſe gravioris momenti, 


Sir autem impugnatum : 

Hl rationes ſunt graviorts moment1, quz gra- 
yibus & prudentibus viris probantur (ut ex plerſ- 
que Cafuiſtis ' conſtat, ſcriptis etlam Rdi P. 
Ferrier, & clus pro probabilitatelibello cap 5.) 

Atqui rationes quibus innititur hxc mea propo- 
ſitio ,' Feſuite ſunt corruptores morum, gravibus & 
prudentibus viris probantur. 

Ergo rationes quibus innititur hxc mea propo- 
ſitio > Feſuite ſunt corruptores morum , funt gra» 
* V1OrIS MLOMENt1, | | 


| Probatur winor, 

Rationes illz probantur tot & rantis Archiepiſ- 
copis, Epiſcopis, & Parochis ParifienfGbus in ſuis 
Cenſurfs & Scriptis adyerſus Apologiam Caſuiſta- 
rum edits. 

Atquiillt Archiepiſcopy,Epiſcopi & Parochi Pari- 
ſienſes, ſunt viri graves & prudentes, cum etiam 
plerique fint DoRores Sorbonici. | | 

Ergo rattones 11x, quibus ſcilicet innitivur hxc 
mea propolitio , Jeſuite ſunt corruptorcs morum, 
gravibus & prudentibns viris probantur. * 

Intricatus hic valde R.P. Ferrerins, ac deſudans 3 
reſumpto tamen aliquantulum ſpirity, ad majorem prop. 
reſpondit , Epiſcopos in ſuis Cenſuris non loqui de 
opinigne probabih in ſenſu Theſeos. 

Sed ſubſumptum continud ab eruditiſſemo Abbate, 
Epiſcopos in ſuis Cenſuris, & Parochos Parifien- 
fes in fuis Scriptis, loqui de opinione probabili in 
ſententia Apologiz Caſuiltarum, quz cum par 
oinnino fit Theſ1, tit ex utraque conſtat, conſtat e- 
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tiam rationes quibus utraque impugnatur, gra- 


vibus & prudentibus viris probart ; ac proinde yel 


falliflimam eſſe Theſeos & Apologiz doftrinam, 
vel verifſimam meam hanc propoſitionem, Feſuite 


ſunt probibalitey corruptores morum. 


Ad hnc & Re Þ Ferrerio & Sociis obmuymuva- 
tum , ab univerſo vero percelebrj cetu riſum & ape 


plauſum, 


Et hec habita ſunt in primo congreſſes 
de 8. Juni que erat Domt- 
mca Trimtatis, 


In ſecundo autem, qui fuit die 11, e- 
quent!, ſantto Barnabe Apoſtolo 
ſacrd, contra eandem Theſum 
idem eruditiſſumus Abbas 
fic diſputarnt. 


Poſita hac doRrina ſequitur Jeſuiras haberi poſſe 
pro Semipelagianis, & ThomiFftas pro. Calvin Fiisy 
quod he probo. | 

Utraque hec propolitio: Jeſuite ſunt Seripe- 
lagiani, & Thomiſte ſunt Calviniſte, eſt probabilis, 

Ergo tute & ſecure tener1 potelt, 


Prob. antec. 

Utraque propoſitio nititur rationibus quy ſe- 
cundum viros graves & prudentes ſunt gravioris 
momentl 3 & ahode non pugnant cum Scriptura, 
Concllits, &c. | 

Ergo utraquft propoſitio eſt probabilis. F 

Prov, 


CF) 
Pyob. emec. 
Jeſuitz & Thomiſtz ſunt viri graves & pruden- 
tes. 
_ Atqui ſecundum Jeſuitas & Thomifas utraque 
propolitio nititur rationibus-gravioris Flomenti. 

Ergo utraque propolitio nititur ratiombus que 
ſecundum viros graves & prudentes ſunt gravioris 

momeat1. 
P rob. minor. 

Secundum Jeſuitas Thomiſts ſunt Caluimiſte, ſive 
fſentiunt cum Calviniſtis, in eo quod ſecundum 1p- 
ſos (leſuitas) tollunt libertatem indifterentiz per 
ſuam przgdeterminationem Phyſicam : Et viciſſim 
ſecundum Thomiſtas Jeſuite ſunt Semipelagran, 11= 
ve ſentiunt cum Semipelagianis, in eo quod fecun- 
dum ipſos (Thomiſtas) faciunt gratiam Dei pediſ- 
ſequam humanz. voluntartis. ; 

Atqui hz rationes, ſcilicet tollere libertatem 1n- 
differentiz, & facere gratiam De pediflequam hu- 
manz voluntatis, ſecundum Jeſuitas & Thomitſtas 
ſunt pravioris moment1. 

Ergo ſecundum Jeſuitas & Thomiſtas utraque 
propolitio, Thomiſte ſunt Calviniſte , & Jeſuite 
ſum Sempelagiani, nititur rationibus gravioris 
moment1. 

Ad hoc rejponſum eſt a Ro P, Ferrier , requiri ad 
hzreſim ut omnes faterentur, v. p. tolli libertatem 
indifferentiz : quia vero Thomittz negant eam ſe 
rollere per at Phyhcam, 1deo 
non efſe hzreticos. Et ſic}de Jeſuitis, qui negant ſe 
facere pratiam Dei pedifſeguam bumanz volun- 
tatis, 

Oued fie fult ftlatim impugnatum. 

Secundum veſtram dof@rinam ad opinionem 
probabilem non requiritur conſenſus omnium pru- 
| dentum, 


a 
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(7) 
dentum, ſed aliquorum tantum; alioqui enim. eſ- 
ſet conſtans veritas, non opinio probabilis. 

Atqui utraque hzc propoſitio: Jeſuite ſunt Se 
mipelagiani , & Thomiſte ſunt Calvimiſis , haber 
conſenſum aliquorum, 1mo quam plurium virorum 
prudentum & gravium, ſcilicet Jeſtitarum & Tho- 
mlitarum. 

_ Ergo utraque hze propolitio eſt probabilis. 

Ergo ſolis Thomiſtis viris gravibus & prudenti- 
bus , afſerentibus ITeſuitas efſe Semipelagianos, 
Jeſuite ſunt Semipelagiani, quamvis ipla negent. 
Idem de Thomiſtis. | | 

Auguſtie hic undique pro Ro P, Ferrerio, qui hoc 
argumento non mediocriter mmpeditus , {ic ſe tandem 
expedire conatus eſt; dicendo nempe z propolitiones 
aliquas grayioribus licet rationibus innixas, validas 
non efle , f1 pane cum decretis Pontificum, 
quem admodum hz propoſitiones pugnant cum 
Decreto lato in Congregatione de Auxilits , quo 
yvetitum ſuit ne anc” hzretici nominentur. 


Sed mox inflitit eauditiſiimus Abbas. 


I. Ergo ante illam Com—D & ulud 
Decretum Jeſuite erant probabiliter Semipelagi- 
ant, 

2. Politoetiam illo Decreto , adhuc Thomiſte 
contendunt Jeſuitas eſſe Semipelagianos, & Je- 
ſuitz afſerunt Thomiſtas efle Calviniſtas : quia hi 
tollunt libertatem indifferentiz per predetermina- 
tionem Phyſicam etiam poſt i]lud Decretum juxta 
npnk, & 1lli ſaciunt gratiam Dei pediflequam 
humane voluntatis juxta Thomiſtas, 


Ergo 


I} 
Ergoetiam poſt predi&tum Decretum Thomifte 
ſunt probabiliter Calviniſte, & Jeſuite ſunt pro- 
babiliter Semipelagiani, " Mr 


Reſum hic etiam £68 applauſum mapts. 

« quam in prima diſputatione, & ex- 

fuffiata Ri Patris Ferrerij Sociorum- 

gue ridicula la de opinione probabili 
ſentent1a. | 


| (1) 
{\ A Theological 
'F. MADE 
& By the R.F. Fohn Ferrier, 
If Of the Society of Jeſus, 


Profeſſor of Divinity in 
the Colledge of Thelouſe, 


DEDICATED 


To the moſt Illuftrious Gaf Pat 
De Fieubet, Preſident of the 
SENATE of ThoLOUusE, 

DEFENDED 


By famous Divines in the faid Col- 
ledge, the two Holidayes of the 8th 


and iith of June, 1 65g. 


Twice impugned 3 as oft overthrown. 


By a moſt learned Abbot, in the 


preſence of a great and very Itu- 
; ſtitous ASSEMBLY, 


The ſame R. F. Ferrier, a fierce Defender 
| of the Dodtrin of probability, even by a lare 
| Book on that Subje, preliding over 
"ok the DISPUTATION, 
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Amongſt ten choyce Theological 
Opinions , 


The fifth Poſitian. 


E defend the Do&rin. of probaþle Opiai- 

on, with all the greateſt Writers*of-all a- 
ges 3 and maintain, that *cis lawful for every one 
1n the Court of Conſcience, of two opinions equal. 
ly grounded on both ſides, to adhere to which one 
pleaſes; nay, rather to chuſe that which ſeems leſs 
probable : For we define a probable Opinion, to 
be a firm and ſetled Judgement, relying on reaſons 
of greater moment , and in no reſpe& jepugnant 
to Holy Scripture , the Decrees of Councels and 
Popes, and the unanimous conſent of Fathers and 
Doftors. 


| — = 


The S peech of” the moſt learned Abbot, 
| before the firſt Diſputation, 


— 


I Impugn the Do&rin of probable Opinion ; yet 
with that caution, that I ever deſire what I am a- 
bout to fay may be ſpoken without prejudice to 
our Friendſhip, and by the good leave of the Soci- 
ety. For ?*cis not out of the affeftion of an Adver- 
fary I defend the contrary, but out of areal per- 
ſwaſion grounded on many and weighty reaſons. 
Since *cis to be deem'd no leſs than a flat wicked- 
neſs, to adhere to thisOpittpa which has been a- 
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nathematiz'd by an Afembly of Biſhops of moſt 
ample Authority. I conceiv*d that Biſhops, who by 
their Office had taken order ſor the purity of Do- 
rin in this very point, were to be heard. Whom 
he who hears, hears alſo God himſelf, as our Savi- 
our tells us,Zuke 10. But you take a quite different 
method ; nor do you onely refuſe to allow Biſhops 
to be your Maſters, but with an intent full of irre- 
verence you briſtle up your ſelyes againſt them. 
For who ſees not that this Poſition 1s purpoſely in- 
ſerted in deriſion of an Aſſembly lately held by five 
of them, and in contempt of all the Cenſures, by 
whichgjs peſtilent ſource of corruption was de- 
feated. Elſe, why was it bobb?d in out of its pro- 
per place ? Why was it-no where deſended by you 
before the Cenſures againſt it , being never main- 


tain'd before in publick Ats? Onely for this 


reaſon, becauſe it was not yet prohibited. So that 
{till perſiſting like your ſelves to a tittle, and nota 
whit 1elenting from the haughty humour of the 
Society » being reprehended by Biſhops, you of 
your own accord reprehend them again ; which is 
an ation as temerarious, as what's inoſt. Belides, 
moſt noble defendent this thy moral Divinity is 
falſe, which thou miſtakelt to breath and expreſs 
it ſelf in the manners and life of thy molt hono1?d 
Patron, Father Ferrier ; For 'tis impoſſible to live 
as a true Divine ſhould do, and be of this O- 


pinion, 


Aﬀlier this the moſt learned Abbot thus began hs 
Diſputation. 
Putting this Dottrin concerning a probable O- 
pinion, this Propoſition, The Jeſurtes are corrupeers 
of manners , is ptobable. 
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You admit not the Conſequent. 
Therefore neither ought you admit the Antece- 
dent, 
The major is prov'd. 

This Propoſition, The Jeſuits are corrupters of 
menners , is a firm and ſetled judgement , relying 
on reaſons of more than ordinary moment ; and, 
on the other fide, 'tis not repugnant to Holy Scri- 
pture, Councils, Fathers, &*c. 

. Therefore this Propoſition , The Jeſuits are Cor- 
rupters of manners , is probable, 


Anſw. That the reaſons on which this Propoſttion 
* pelies, carinot be of great moment. 
But oppos d thus. 
Thoſe reaſons are of greater moment , which 
are approved of by grave and prudent men ( as ap- 


| pears by many Caſuiſts, even the writings of R. 


Father Ferrier, and his Book 1n behalf of probabi- 
lity, chap. 5.) 

But the reaſons upon which this my Propoſati- 
on , The Jeſuits are Corrupters of manners , relies, 
are approved of by grave and prudent men. | 

Therefore the Reaſon on which this Propoſitien 
of mine, The |eſuits are Corrupters of manners , res 
lies, are of great moment, | 


| The minor is proved, 

Thoſe reaſons are approv'd of by ſo many and fo 
great Arch-Biſhops, Biſhops, and Curates of Paris, 
1n their Cenſures and Writings publiſht againſt the 
Apology of the Caſuiſts, 

But thoſe Arch-Biſhops, Biſhops and Curates of 
Peris , are grave and prudent men , ſeeing molt of 
them are alſo Doors of Sorboun. 
| Thereſore 


(s) 


Therefore thoſe reaſons on which this Propofiti- 
*- on of mine, The Fl eſuites are Corrupters of mexners, 
relies, are approved by grave and prudent men. 


Here the R. F. Ferrier was entangled , «nd 
ſweat cruel/y ; yet having gathered «lutle 
breath , anſwer®d to the major Propoſitions 
that the Bilhops in their Cenſures, do 
not ſpeak of a probable opinion in the 
ſenſe of the Theſis defended by him, 


But it wes preſent'y ſubſum'd by the moſt learned 
Abbot» That the Biſhops in their Cenſures, and 
the Curates of Paris in their Writings , ſpeak of a 
probable Opinion as held in the Apology of the 
Caſuiſts 3 * which being in every reſpe& like the 
preſent Theſis , as appears by the Poſitions them- 
| ſelves: *c1s apparent alſo, that the reaſons by which 
- | © both of them are impugned, are approy*d by grave 

| and prudent men ; and therefore that either the 
Do@rin of the Thelis and the Apology is moſt 
{ falſe, orthat this Propoſition', *Tis probable the Je- 
| ſuites are Corrupzers of good manners, is molt true. 


Hereupon the R. F. Ferrier and his Fellows 
began to murmur againſt the Defendam ; 
but the whole Aſiembly preſent, being per- 
ſons renowned for their Liarning » laught 
at their weakneſs, and applauded the Diſpu« 

| tants Pittory, \ 


Thais 


(6) : 
This paſt in the firſt Encounter of the gth| ding 


of June, being Trimty Sunday. _ 
; Thor 


But mn the ſecond, the x xt aay, happen- mipe, 


mp on St. Barnabes Feſtivall, the (on 
, ud moſt learned Abbot diſputed 4, 
thus againſt the ſame Theſis. tom 


This DoRrin put, it follows , The Jeſuits may be| Of n 
held Semipelagians, and the Thomiſts Calviniſts, which| T! 
I prove thus. eithe 

Either of theſe Propoſitions, The Jeſuits are Se-| [ Thi 
"mipelagians, and The Thomiſts are Calviniſts, is pro-}F mor 


. bable. | T 
Therefore it may ſafely and ſecurely be held. requ! 
The .Antecedent is provy'd amp. 


Either Propoſition relies on Reaſons, which Ac- | AWA) 
cording to grave and prudent men, are of more awa) 
than ordinary moment 3 and, on the other fide, ' aren 


they contradit not Scripture, Councils, exc. * who 

Therefore either Propoſition is probable.  dant 
The Antecedent is prov?d | 

The Jeſuits and Thomiſts , are grave and prudent Ac 

men. 4 prud 


But according to the Jeſuits and Thomiſts, eithe | 1:0N, b 
Propoſition relies on motives of more than ord; | -iſtant 
nary moment. | | Bu 

Therefore either Propoſition relies on motives, | mipel 
which according to grave and prudent men, are of | conſt 
more than ordinary moment. | grav' 

The minor is prov?d. Th 

According to the Jeſuits, the Phomiſts are Calvi- Tl 


wiſts 


oth 


(7) 
niſts, (or of the Calviniſts Opinion) becauſe accor= 
ding tothem, (the Jeſuits) they take away the li- 
berty of Indifferency by their Phyſical predetermi- 
nation : And, on the other {ide, according to the. 
Thomiſts, the |eſuits are Semipelagians, or of the Se» 
mipelagians Opinion, becauſe according to them 
(the Thomiſts) they make the. prace of God attend 
the precedent inclinations of human will, 

But to take away the liberty of Indifferency,and 


| tomake the grace of God attendant on mans will, 


are according to the Jeſuits and Thomrifts, reaſons 
of more than ordinary moment. | | 
Thereſote according to the J: ſuits and Thomiſts, 
either Propoſition [ The Themiſis are Calviniſts] and 
[The Jeſuits are Semipelagians] rely on reaſons of 


\ more than ordinary moment. | 


o 


To this the R. F. Ferrier anſwe!?d, that it was 
requir'd to Herele, that all ſheuld confeſs (for ex- 
ample) that the liberty of Indifferency was taken 
away : But, becauſe the Thomiſts deny they take it 
away by Phyſical predeterminaticn, therefore they 
are not Hereticks. And the ſame of the Jeſuits, 


* who deny that they make the Grace of God atten- 


nt 


( Ap 
' 3:20N, but of ſome onely ; otherwiſe twould be a con- 
! .}ſtant verity. not a probable Opinion. 


is 


1 


_ Gdant on mans will. _, 


2 


Which was preſently thus oppos'd. 
According to your Doftrin, the conſent of all 
prudent men is not 1equi'd to a probable Opini- 


But beth theſe Propoſitions , The Jeſuits are Se- 


s, | mipelagians, and the Thomiſts are Calviniſts, have thre 
of | conſent of jome, nay of very many prudent and 
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grave men, name)y of the Jeſuits and Thomiſts. 
Therefore both theſe Propoſitions are probable. 
Therefore , The Jeſuits are Semipclagians, onely 

thoſe 
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thoſe grave and prudent men who are Thomiſts, af- 
farming them to beſo ; though themſelves deny it- 


And the fame of the Themiſts. 


+. Here the R. Father Feiniery was ftraitned on all 
fedes;, ' and being piitifglly perplext wuh this Ar- 
gament z at length firove to diſiatangle himſelf , by 
alledging that 1ome Propolitions;though relying on 

roofs of more than ordinary moment , were not 


ralid, if they contradit Decrees of Popes, as theſe 
Propoſitions do the Decree made in the Congrega- 
ton de: Auxiliis, which forbid that they ſhould call 
ohe another Hereticks. | 

.. Bars inamediately the moſt learned Abbot urg d. 

IT. Therefore, before that Congregation and 
that Decree the Jeſuits were probably Semipelagi- 
#715. | 
:- 2, 'And;even after that Decree; ſtill the Thow:ſts 
, contend the Jefuirs are Semipelagians, and the Je- 

fas : affirm the' Thomiſfls are Calvizifts,, becauſe 
theſe take away the liberty of indifferency, by their 
Phyhical predeterniination, according to the Jeſu- 
us; and thoſe make the grace of God attendant 
to:mans will, according to the'Thomiſts. | 

Therefore alſo after that Decree , The Thomiſts 


Semnpelagians, © 

- Here alſo the Company laught, and hot 
ted more than in the firſt Diſputation ; avd 
that ridiculous tenet of R. Father Ferrier 
and his Fellows, concerning probable Opini- 
ons, was hiſt ont of the School. | 


are probably Calviniſts , and the Jeſuits are probably | 
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